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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-20, & 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 
103 (a) as being unpatentable over Dobbs in view of Koppolu et 
al . 

Re claims 1, 4-5, 7, 9, 12, 14-15, 17, 20, & 22-23, Dobbs 
discloses (column 2, lines 12-61) a computer processor and 
printer arrangement that generates a test data structure (i.e. a 
test pattern and associated icon) for testing a printer driver 
by opening the associated application (the print driver) in the 
computer memory and a document (the test pattern) in order to 
produce a test print from the test data structure. 

Dobbs does not disclose the use of information in a 
registry database to associate applications and documents. The 
use of a registry database to associate a plurality of 
applications with respective documents is known in the art as 
disclosed by the Koppolu et al description (column 1, lines 59- 
63) of the Windows 95™ registry. 

Dobbs and Koppolu et al are combinable because they are 
from the field of accessing documents stored as computer- 
readable files and printing them on a printer. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use. a registry database 
to associate applications and documents in the printer driver 
test arrangement of Dobbs . The suggestion/motivation for doing 
so would have been in order to permit documents of various file 
formats opened by various applications to be used as test 
patterns (thus providing a test environment that closely 
approximates the actual use conditions of a printer) . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Dobbs with 
Koppolu et al to obtain the invention as specified in claims 1, 
4-5, 7, 9, 12, 14-15, 17, 20, & 22-23. 

Re the use of an automatic process of opening documents of 
various file formats opened by various applications for use as 
test patterns, the automating of a process is recognized as an 
expedient obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art ( In re 
Venner, 120 USPQ 192) . 

Re claims 2, 10, & 18, Dobbs further discloses (column 3, 
lines 22-23) the selection of one of several print options. 

Re claims 3, 11, & 19, the described user-selected icon 
(column 2, lines 54-55) is inherently a component of a graphical 
user interface. 
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Re claims 8, 16, & 24, Dobbs further discloses (column 3, 
lines 27-31) the generation and recording of a compatible print 
mode log . 

Re claim 13, Dobbs further discloses (column 2, line 62 - 
column 3, line 10), an auto-learning arrangement whereby the 
printer driver is equipped with learned controls corresponding 
to particular print media types. 

3. Claims 6 & 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dobbs in view of Koppolu as applied to claims 
1-5, 7-20, & 22-24 above, and further in view of Weinberger. 

Re claims 6 & 21, Dobbs further discloses (column 2, line 
62 - column 3, line 10), an auto-learning arrangement whereby 
the printer driver is equipped with learned controls 
corresponding to particular print media types. 

Dobbs discloses the use of a single printer driver. The 
use of multiple installed printer drivers on a computer system 
and the selection of a printer driver for a given print job is 
well known in the art as shown for example by Weinberger (column 

4, lines 24-29) . 

Dobbs in view of Koppolu et al and Weinberger are 
combinable because they are from the field of accessing 
documents stored as computer- readable files and printing them on 
a printer. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use one of a set of 
multiple printer drivers. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been in 
order to allow the use of multiple printers connected to a 
single computer 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Dobbs in 
view of Koppolu et al with Weinberger to obtain the invention as 
specified in claims 6 & 21. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed 12/7/04 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues (12/7/04 Remarks: page 7, lines 11-26) 
that the art of record is directed to associations between 
document types and applications rather than to associations 
between specific documents and applications. 

However, it is not clear how the recited association to 
"specific documents" limits the association in such a way as to 
preclude a reading of this limitation on the Koppolu et al 
document registry (which inherently associates all the "specific 
documents" of a given type with a particular application) . 

Applicant argues (12/7/04 Remarks: page 7, line 27 - page 
8, line 4) that the printer driver testing in the art of record 
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(specifically Dobbs) does not involve automatically printing a 
plurality of specific documents and a plurality of applications 
specifically identified by a driver-test data structure. 

As noted in the 10/5/04 Office Action, the Dobbs reference 
teaches (column 2, lines 12-61) the testing of a print driver. 
The above described combination of Dobbs and Koppolu et al 
includes the use of documents of various file formats opened by 
various applications as test patterns (rather than the single 
test pattern fed directly to the print driver as taught by Dobbs 
alone) . 

Re the use of an automatic process of opening documents of 
various file formats opened by various applications for use as 
test patterns, the automating of a process is recognized as an 
expedient obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art ( In re 
Venner, 120 USPQ 192) . 

Applicant argues (12/7/04 Remarks: page 8, lines 5-7) that 
the art of record teaches the opening of a plurality of 
applications distinct from the printer driver to print documents 
so as to test a printer driver. 

However, it is not clear how this point is alleged to 
distinguish the claimed invention from the art of record- Thus, 
this argument fails to comply with 37 CFR 1.111(b) because it 
amounts to a general allegation that the claims define a 
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patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the 
language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references . 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Stephen 
M. Brinich at 703-305-4390. The examiner can normally be 
reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, alternate Fridays off. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the Tech 
Center 2600 Customer Service center at 703-306-0377. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 703-308-7452. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 703-872-9306. 
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